There is an increased focus in biology on consistent behavioural variation. Several terms are used to describe this variation, including animal personality and coping style. Both terms describe betweenindividual consistency in behavioural variation; however, they differ in the behavioural assays typically used, the expected distribution of response variables, and whether they incorporate variation in behavioural flexibility. Despite these differences, the terms are often used interchangeably. We conducted experiments using juvenile and adult red junglefowl, Gallus gallus, as subjects to explore the degree to which animal personality and coping styles overlap. We demonstrate that animal personality and coping styles can be described in this species, and that shyer individuals had more flexible responses, as expected for coping styles. Behavioural responses from both personality and coping style assays had continuous distributions, and were not clearly separated into two types. Behavioural traits were not correlated and, hence, there was no evidence of a behavioural syndrome. Further, behavioural responses obtained in personality assays did not correlate with those from coping style tests. Animal personality and coping styles are therefore not synonymous in the red junglefowl. We suggest that the terms animal personality and coping style are not equivalent and should not be used interchangeably.
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Several terms are used to describe consistent betweenindividual variation in animal behaviour, such as 'animal personality' (Dall, Houston, & McNamara, 2004; Sih, Bell, Johnson, & Ziemba, 2004) , 'coping style' (Koolhaas et al., 1999) and 'temperament' (Boissy, 1995; Clarke & Boinski, 1995; R eale, Reader, Sol, McDougall, & Dingemanse, 2007) . Common features of animal personality and coping styles are that behavioural responses are expected to show consistent variation between and within individuals, and that this variation can be biologically meaningful. However, despite these similarities, there are fundamental differences in how behavioural variation and consistency are investigated, including the behaviours recorded, their distribution and the assays used to measure variation in behaviour.
Defining Animal Personality and Coping Styles
Animal personality is commonly defined as between-individual differences in behaviour that are consistent over time and/or across context (Dall et al., 2004; Sih, Bell, Johnson, & Ziemba, 2004 ; Table 1 ). Wild and captive animals of both sexes have been studied in stressful and not stressful situations, and variation in activity, aggression, boldness, exploration and sociability are described for multiple taxa (Carere & Maestripieri, 2013; Gosling, 2001; R eale et al., 2007) . A coping style is typically defined as a set of correlated behavioural and physiological stress responses that are consistent over time (Koolhaas et al., 1999;  Table 1 ). In contrast to studies of personality, laboratory male rodents have been the main focus of coping style studies (Carere, Caramaschi, & Fawcett, 2010 ; but see e.g. Castanheira et al., 2015; Table 1 ). Coping styles differ somewhat from the broader definition of animal personality by describing behavioural strategies to handle stressful situations in which several behaviours are intercorrelated and correlate with physiological mechanisms, such as stress response and androgen levels (e.g. Castanheira et al., 2015; Cervantes & Delville, 2007; Coppens, de Boer, & Koolhaas, 2010; Koolhaas, de Boer, Coppens, & Buwalda, 2010; Koolhaas et al., 1999; Øverli, Sørensen, Pulman, Pottinger & Korzan, 2007) . In contrast, physiological measures are rarely included in descriptions of personality, although a few studies relate variation in personality to stress physiology (Baugh, Schaper, Hau, Cockrem, & Goede, 2012; Cockrem, 2007; KraljFi ser, Weiß, & Kotrschal, 2010 
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